UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-6524

ROY HORTON,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

UNI TED STATES OF AMERICA, via Janet Reno,
United States Attorney Ceneral; GARLAND
HORACE, Deputy United States Marshal, and/or
John Doe, Deputy United States Marshal; GARY
BARRETT, Deputy United States Marshal; DAVID
SM TH, Deputy United States Marshal; JERRY
TOOTHMAN, Lieutenant, FCl, Morgantown; V. L.
LONDON, Unit Manager, FClI, Mrgant own; BRENDA
L. FUTTEN, Case Manager, FCl, Nbrgantown,
DENNI S R BI DVWELL, Warden, FCI, Mbrgantown;
G L. INGRAM Regional Director, Bureau of
Prisons; KATHLEEN HAVKS, Director, Bureau of
Prisons; JAMES M POOL, d/b/a Law Ofices of
James M Pool ; JERRY JAKE HEDRI CK, Chief Jail
Adm ni strator; TIMOTHY L. BOWEN, Chief Jail
Adm ni strator; JACK ROOP, Director WA
Regional Jail Authority; SERGEANT CASTO
Correctional O ficer, Central Regional Jail;
JAMES M HAMRICK, Records Cderk, Central
Regi onal Jail; NAOM A NESTER, Nurse, Central
Regi onal Jail; BETTYE SMELLS, Nurse, Central
Regi onal Jail; KATHY MCCAULEY, Counsel or,
Nort hern Regional Jail; KEVIN GOOD, Correc-
tional Oficer/Hearing Oficer; MRTIN P.
SHEEHAN, d/b/a Sheehan, Nuggent, and Sheehan,

Def endants - Appel | ees.



Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of West Virginia, at Carksburg. WIlliam M Kidd, Senior
District Judge. (CA-97-10-1)

Subm tted: August 28, 1997 Deci ded: Septenmber 17, 1997

Before WLKINS, WLLIAMS, and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Roy Horton, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the district court's orders denyi ng
his notion filed under 28 U . S.C. A § 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1997)
and denying his notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed the
record and the district court's opinions and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and di s-

m ss the appeal on the reasoning of the district court. Horton v.

United States, No. CA-97-10-1 (N.D.W Va. Feb. 6, 1997 and Mar. 7,
1997). We di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



